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respective patient subgroups were compared by log-rank testing as 
was done for other patient-related factors. Subsequently, a miR-walk 
database search was done to determine potential targets of the 
dysregulated miRNAs. 
Results: It was possible to segregate a distinct miRNA expression 
pattern (consisting of 29 miRNAs) in patients with GBM; this was 
different to a previously published one consisting of 30 miRNAs 
whereas both results are not directly comparable due to 
methodological differences. Both subgroups defined by the pattern 
had a significantly altered median overall survival from 226 to 544 
days (log-rank-test, p = 0.005). Pattern and prediction were 
independent of MGMT methylation status. Further prognostic factors 
could not be identified; even MGMT methylation status did not reach 
statistic significance in this dataset. 
Conclusions: This study introduces a new methodology that can be 
used for generating miRNA patterns which in turn could have 
prognostic impact in GBM patients. Array technology is a critical 
factor so that prospective trials with larger case numbers and a 
clearly defined work-flow/array design/background correction are 
needed to 1) generate further hypotheses, 2) make results between 
study groups comparable and 3) to validate these results.  
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Purpose/Objective: Although radiotherapy is generally effective in 
patients with painful bone metastases, up to 40% of patients do not 
obtain sufficient pain relief. Furthermore, 50% of patients eventually 
experience progressive pain. Hence, theoretically, a large patient 
group should be given reirradiation, especially since survival of cancer 
patients increases. Little is known about clinical patterns for 
reirradiation of painful bone metastases and its effectiveness in terms 
of pain palliation. In this historical cohort study we evaluated 
reirradiation of painful bone metastases and its effectiveness in 
clinical practice.  
Materials and Methods: Between January 2000 and July 2011, 282 
patients were reirradiated for painful bone metastases at our center. 
Reirradiation was defined as retreatment of a painful bone metastasis 
≥ 4 weeks after initial irradiation for pain. Response to treatment was 
defined as a decrease in pain at the reirradiated site, as reported by 
the patient at the physician’s interview in person or by telephone, 
between 2 to 12 weeks after retreatment. Median moment of 
response assessment was 4 weeks after reirradiation (range 2-12). 
Patient and treatment characteristics were retrospectively collected 
from patient records. McNemar’s test for dependent data was used to 
compare proportions. Overall pain response rate was calculated for 
patients with available follow-up.  
Results: At the time of writing, the data of 187 patients were 
available. Of those, 54% were male, mean age was 64.1±12.3 years. 
Primary tumors were prostate in 31% of patients, breast in 27%, lung 
in 14% and other primaries in 28% of patients. The reirradiated 
metastases were localized in the spine in 48% of patients, pelvis in 
34%, long bones in 5% and other locations in 13% of patients. At 
reirradiation, patients had a lower functional status, had more pain 
and used more pain medication compared to initial radiotherapy 
(table 1). Reasons for reirradiation were mostly progression after 
initial response in 77% of patients and less often insufficient response 
or no response (12% vs.11% of patients, respectively). Median time-to-
reirradiation was 7 months (range 1-164). Reirradiation schedules 
differed significantly for initial and reirradiation, with more non 
standard schedules used for reirradiation (table 1). Follow-up data on 
response were available in 128 of 187 patients (68%). The overall 
response rate was 66% (95% CI, 0.58-0.74). 
 
 
Conclusions: Response to reirradiation occurred in 66% of patients, 
although it must be noted that in clinical follow-up was relatively poor 
in this study. Updated results will be presented in April 2013. 
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Purpose/Objective: Recently, the Spinal Instability Neoplastic Score 
(SINS) was proposed to objectively determine spinal instability in 
patients with spinal metastases based on clinical and radiological 
examinations. The SINS score, ranging from 0 to 18 points, divides 
patients into three categories; stable (0-6), potentially unstable (7-12) 
and unstable (13-18). Early recognition of (impending) spinal 
instability may prevent painful collapse and neurologic deficits by 
timely referral for surgical stabilization. Presently, it is not known 
whether spinal instability negatively influences radiotherapy 
outcomes. The purpose of this study was to determine the effect of 
spinal instability, as defined by the SINS score, on radiotherapy 
failure.  
Materials and Methods: We performed a retrospective matched case-
control study in a radiotherapy-based patient population. Cases were 
defined as patients who underwent retreatment (reirradiation, 
surgical stabilization or conservative treatment) for symptomatic 
metastases of the thoracic or lumbar spine after radiation therapy. 
Controls did not undergo retreatment after radiation therapy and 
were matched for follow-up at a 2:1 ratio. Cases (N=41) and controls 
(N=82) were selected from all patients treated between January 2009 
and December 2010 at our center (N=712). Exclusion criteria applied 
were prior treatment or orthopedic consultation for the painful lesion, 
an aberrant radiotherapy regimen, intramedullar lesions and the use 
of multiple fields at initial radiotherapy. Age, sex, functional status 
(WHO< 1 or >2), primary tumor, localization, number of bone 
metastases, symptoms, radiotherapy schedule (1 x 8 or 5 x 4 Gy) and 
use of systemic therapy were retrieved from patients records. A spinal 
surgeon, blinded for the outcome, scored instability using the SINS 
criteria on the CT-scans of both cases and controls. Patient records 
were independently reviewed by two observers to determine the SINS 
component pain; discrepancies were reviewed by a radiation 
oncologist and consensus was obtained. Univariate and multivariate 
conditional logistic regression models were used for case-control 
comparison.  
Results: Retreatment consisted of reirradiation in 80%, surgery 10% 
and conservative management (intrathecal pump implant or plaster 
jacket) in 10%. The median SINS score was 9 (range 4-16) for cases and 
7 (range 1-16) for controls. After multivariate adjustment (Table 1), 
the total SINS score and the categorized SINS, were significantly and 
independently associated with radiotherapy failure (adjusted odds 
ratio for total SINS, 1.2; 95% CI, 1.1-1.5). 
 
